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20, 1966 



i r. ^)oT 0 i)«llliiger 
Liberation 
5 Bcekman it, 

L^ow York 30, N.Y. 

i>eor i.r# L^lllngop, 

In today* a nail I hnT« b copy of o letter to you from Vincent ^landrla, doted 
May 26, On that laornlng I aent l.Jp# ralendrlB, ot his request, e copy of my book 
by the ppeolel fourth-class bock rate® 1th It wss a I'^ttar d«ted the previous 
dny, a friendly If^tter In r aponee to hie deceptively friendly letter o:j|^:.*uy 23* 

If you doelre 1 rill provide you vdirL cepios of this co: respondenoe and eny 
relrted correspondence* 

1 am entirely at a loss to understand whet v»ould seem to be Mr* I^elondria's 
deooptlvene o, ^ t I would, oe a non-l^^%yer, tt^ke to be hiB alondere ’nd 
nnciiky red-bftitinR end his complete dep-rture from the fact of which hf^ v^ss informed 
end T^lcb ho coulu reedily hr»vc checked fbr himself* 

I told him in liy letter that the book was camplated In mid-febiruary 1965, except 
for o few minor additioua* 1 have nil my *7ork* Is dated* 1 have ell icy own 
research, which In typed* 1 have the receipt from the br'xik In which, ofter 
completion of the book, I dopes it d o eat of my notes fbr s/jfekeoplng* 1 hove the 
co: respondence v;ith the publi;^Qr who brokiB his contrsot covering the mrl ling of 
every ohnnter of the book* 1 hevo records of the nubsequont aubmlf;Bion of tho book 
to ell Wflrtho mom than 60 Tni]>llshez}8 In the ^niteJ Stt'ies Blon© to whom I offered 
It* I ctll'i have most ol* tho trpeo on which X mode my run for six 

houTu each, «nd my eatlmate la that cliout SO of them hnvo otill not boon reused* 

^y book W 08 g \ntod o copyright In t\\e loiAilo of last yensr* 

^ rhort tlrie ago I received nn even more venomoun letter from ^*r* nim I tell 
you thlc bocmiee the corbon t'lr* -alondrlo cent ne indicates o copy wog sent to 
him* i presufne it is not unfair to imply o connection* ^n roply to Mr. Arnonl 
on May 10 I citod his errors and fjnswered th€W f^jotuslly* Ito I oald abovo, you 
nij^y examine thlo correB?>on ence* r*la reply of U’ny 20 roods in Its entirety, 
vfioh tc BUnier each snd every point you aLide not only In your lot or tofeie but 
also In wlw^t Is slowly becoming your notorious correspondence to otheri* All 
i.heae onBvtevB ere: 3ir, you iiuid*^ 

Here, certainly, hrjve n new diiaenaion In ho oraploymv'nt of the intellect, 
a new concept of logic and reytioidng. 

1 con only presu^'.e thn basis of these mlsereblo, p>r«onol ^^nd false ottock^upon 
me* liut I can and I do assure you of the tr'th of what I coy, end you can. If 
ycu acce t loy Invit&tlon - regard it eg a chi’.lloiige - oonflr!!i than for joure<5lf* 
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But I did do more end I did go furtber. In e letter to the Tloe pr aidant of Rolt*s 
protesting Uark l^ane^s felee cloln ’’dlscoTary*’ of this report (l!r* 5>ilendrla 
end 4^r# Ani-ni made no reference to this claim end sent me no copies of 1< tters 
of protest} I told him that I woo not ‘iie first to publicly uae the contents of 
the TQwrX. It Hr. Relandrle feels eny appreciation, Ms expression take ©n odd fojSiT 

I am sending o copy of this letter to Sylvi Meagher with the specific unde rs tuddln; 

thot because of the unusual position she is in of friendship with the Tsrioue^ 
principals to this dispute she not be troubled. 'Vhllo I would like he:^ 

BO desires and you deaire to ask her, I feel It is unreasonable and unfbir to 
demand it of her end I do not. imt if she fen la under any confidence about the 
contents of any conyeraations wo beve hed, about the contents of my oopyrli’htod 
bock when she rend it or the circumatonces under which she read it, of the 
additions she sugr^estod and when she oufl^^csted them, or anything olae about the 
bock itself, I do release her from sucdi vest riot ion. /almost os much es I regret 
this entire ly Bhomeful matter I regret her innocent Involvomont because of her 
frlendhhlps and I suggest to you thot if you deaire to loom who is truthful 
end who is not you con readily do so wl^^^ut troubling her in sny way. Just 
eccept my ohollenge. 



At the seme time I issue a ohollenge'* to Mr. i^l^ndrie, and ^ hide behind no 
lawyers eyasions such as ho so deftly exploits for his foul writing, on ex ample 
of W^iich is his *"perhops unintentional’’ in alleging plogiarlan. I challenge him, 
to whom I am elso sending a copy of this letter, to show mo ony of the writings 
of any others, himself p^-emiaently included, that Ivjdfed in my book, -ore I 
familiar with all thr writings in the field, I would broaden this eyon further, 
but I do also challengo him to name a single compnrsblo bock conplotod ct the 
time mine was. 



At the some tine I make clear to you that I wll’ not y^ld to his blactaneil, for 
how else, whether he is o friend of yours or not, can I desoribe his language in 
seyeral ports of his lettcu*: ^It seomf^ that the book hns couoiderable merit... 

If he should undertake to do this ( i.e. credit Uboi Mr. i^landria and any others 
hi has in mind for my own work) his book wotild doserye a wsrai roception...Only this 
"one raan*s effort flaw detract a from an otherwise Important contribution to the 
literature." 

It has Just cone to mind that I cen sj^ow you more than I offered. I also heye 
correspondence ^th s liiorory agent end some loads and sunmeriea of my own/' not 
Mr. ^alaadria*s) snalyeis goingjaack to the yory tim of the aseassinetion, end 
other similar materiels. 



This is the 1 at I shall have to soy on the subject, unless you accept my challenge. 

I cannot afford the time or the emotlon^umo^l^ e nd ^ its Interforence with my >^ork 
such debased and characterless attacks on me renrrfw. I hay© borj’owod the down pay- 
ment to the printer. I worked entizely without either income or subsidy, going furth- 
er in debt to do the work. I now havsn^t the slightest idea where the oomtng next 
poyment to the printer, due June 10, will come from, nnd I freely acknowledge the 
added difficulties Mr. S^^landria and Mr. Amonl haye placed in my way. As I did not 
ttack Mr. Solandrie for his twisting of the clter moaning of the FBI report into 
a defense of the major culprit; es I did not uae f.terk Lane*s claims for the 

much-needed exploitation of my own book/ as I have not even written Trevor-Roper 
about bis own twisting of the facts to Justify,-^ long with Mark lane and Mr. Selnndklf^ 
their obvious effort to meks Ksrl barren personally the goat in this horrible thing 
thot has hap ened in our country,*' and as I have sought to protect even Mr. Amonl 
from the Just oonsenuonoos of his orn Irresponsibility, si> 1 toll you thot, unless 
compelled to another course, I om done with this. If there is anything else you would 
like of me, ssk it. There ere many const rue tlvo things Mr. ^^slondris hos, despite hhs 
quite exsggemted concept of whet he hos done, left undone, wnd I*m working on them. 

^ shall acknowledge no more such slenders or intrusions, ^inoaroly, 

, — ri— n .-r-i-l-r -n nrim- - r i - i- ii- ■■ r 
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‘."j" "*”'^ •• ‘"" ”'’“*1' >»'“ to It. 

*e would Boy to be Pelae. There then remolna whet 1 
to although 1 oennot not*^to!ro the time to cheok ny fllea 

newepnpera with niy enolysls of the ^eport 

t “? Infonilng ^ p prominent publle officiel of 

t 08 * thing® I wao diacoverlng ee I dlBCovered® them* 

Srienf or dedication may be unwilling to b lleve It, but I worked 

M ^ houra e day during the entire period 1 was working on my book, 

fn^r Iworted around the clock, without going to bed et oU. My uouS -.Torking 

of%hleb”T^nir*'”>.^°”®^*^ *^®“*'®* ^ ^®p» maohlnea, for the purohaae 

of which I Qleo have racorda, busy. I etill work thla way, although Impaired 

^^® thought. Not one morning thla woek did 
ni*»i+ ^ **** late at, ^nd I began es early as four, Kot 

!• ^ o'clock this morning I had completed 

xm 10 p.ige8 of th3 draft of a magazine pleoe on this subject* 

all the time I noa working on my book I do not believe I bogAt a single 
ma^zlne, yours, Arnoni'a or any other. The earUost writing I can now recall 
having Been other than my own waa Dwight UacOoneldfta Maoulre pleoe, which I sow 
after I hod finished my book in February 1966. Tho few copies of your end Amonl'e 
magazines x hove were ^ven ne by others after they r®-d them. And even cxamln.>tlon 

of Mr, Salandrla’e writing, will reveal thot although we 
ofteh dealt^wlth the eeme materiel, wc dealt with It dlffeiently. 

Especially la this true of his hendllng of the FHI report, with which 1 toke 
VRT possible ^ssgroement, -^t la equally true of hla deification of the 

bUd his sheltering of J. Edgar Hoover In hie han-iling 
of the rM report. Mr, Sslandrle dedicated on article to Frazier end, so none could 

faet*ii> th '*»o ^21, rrqjinded hlo readers of this to him oellent 

oubse^uont issue, I leave to Mr. Sslandrle' s ov.n belief and conscience 
hlB treatment of this material* 

^ completed 

h^aaw te Fore I aaw it, oven the olngl# pnge photocopy Syi^a 

^ orchlve was open, and as my correspondence 

reveal. If ahe elects to do this, I discouraged her 
Md regps^d others ettroctlng ettentlon to It. Thla was ray belief, I bolleve It 

to tM couli^^ be deolaoelfled. There le nothing 
It r port that Is not already In my book, as you will aeo If you reed 

tilt ^be FBI Itaalf leaked, aside from the foot 

S2«™!n «nd ti“ * nowhere, and this Is clc«r from the testimony of 

ABUoxioan and the -utopsy doctors, whojnl quoted, ^ 

Lt^f I regard ea his Immoral use of this report. 

'*°’*^* “® piirpoco, 08 you will aec If you 

lo^k at page 192, than to record that he used thla report befbre I did, Actually. 

?! requirement for thla. From the tine Itoncheeter hod aocesa to 

i!L-- !! wsa not poBPlble for any othe>r legitimate researcher to bo denied 

!! w ^ ^ '®®* ®^ sooeaa, but without checking 

on ^ “®^® than a year ego, for I recently sow o clipping 

on thla dated that for beck. Actually, I also Introduced hie writings to o b^aon 
newepoi^r in c^otltlon with my own, for they were oonoldorlng aerlaUzatlon of 
published In ICnglana, end xhoy bnvc not yot rejected it* I oek 
you, igiix mo:*6 could enj* folr person expect of 



